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T.,AURA VIRGINIA WIL.SON, Appellant, 
versus 
EARL iSTERLING WILSON, Appellee. 
PE.TITION FOR APPEAL. 
To the Honorable Justices of the Sitpreme Court of Appeals 
of Virginia: 
Your petitioner, Laura Virginia Wilson, respectfully rep-
resents that she is ag·g·rieved by a final decree of the Circuit 
Court of the City of Norfolk, entered on the 13th day of 
July, 1940, denying· your petitioner alimony in a divorce suit 
pending in said Court, wherein your petitioner was complain-
ant and the appellee was defendant, the trial court having 
granted your petitioner a divorce a 1nen.sa et thoro on the 
grounds of cruelty and desertion. 
A transcript of the record is herewith filed, to which ref-
erence iR hereby made. 
This petition, which is adopted as the opening brief, ~ 
copy of which was delivered to counsel for the appellee on 
the 21st day of October, 1'940, will be filed with the Honor-
able Justice John W. Eggleston at his office in the City of 
Norfolk, and simultaneously ·with the fiiling of said petition, 
check for $1.50 payable to the order of the Clerk of this 
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Court, to cover costs accrued up to the time of the granting 
or refusal of this petition, will be tendered. Oral argu.-
2* ment in favor •of granting this petition is requested. 
FACTS. 
In the early part of 1938, appellant instituted a suit for di-
vorce against the appellee, her husband, in the Circuit Court of 
the· City of Norfolk, on the grounds of cruelty and desertion, 
to which suit the appelleo filed au answer and cross-bill. The 
trial court, after hearing all the evidence, decided that the 
appellee was guilty of cruelty and desertion as alleged in 
the bill of complaint, and awarded appellant a decree of 
divorce a 1n.ensa et thoro on said grounds; and the 'trial court, 
pursuant to the prayer the ref or in the bill of complaint, 
awarded appellant alimony at the rate of $10.00 per week for 
one year commencing February 18th, 1938, reserving the 
right to c11a.nge said dee.rec as to alimony at the end of the 
year if the circumstances required it (R., pp. 7 and 8). On 
the 8th day of April, 193fl, the trial court entered another de-
cree in the aforementioned suit1 extending the alimony for a 
further period of six montbs nnd reserved the right to change 
this last mentioned decree us to alimonv at the end of said 
six months '' if the circumstances shall~ make proper'' (R., 
p. 9). On the 4th day of Novemher, 1939, the trial court en-
tered another decree extending- the payment of alimonv for 
a further period of six months from the date thereof and 
reserved the- right to chnngP ~flicl decree as to tl1e alimony 
at any time the circumstances shall require it (R., pp. 10 
and 11). On July 13th. 1940, after the expiration of 
3* *the last six months,. period fol' the payment of alimony, 
as heretofore set out, and after due notice to the ap-
pe1lee, appellant again applied to the trial court for tl1e fur-
ther extension of alimo11v. The uncontradicted evidence in 
support of said last mentioned petition was that appellant 
was without. funds and means to support herself; that she 
I1ad no income from any source other tllan the alimony she 
had been receiving from her husband; that botl1 her parents 
were dead; that she l1ad been unable to find employment; 
that she was in need of meclical care, but was without funds 
to sec.ure tbe same; that s]1e was taking treatments from a 
doctor and that she was without funds to continue those 
treatmei1ts; that she was una:blc to work on account of her 
health; that. the a.ppellee had no dependents upon him and 
was earning $50.00 per week as an employee at the United 
States Navy Yard. The trial court, after hearing the afore-
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mentioned testimony, denied appellant's application and re-
fused her any further alimony, to which ac.tion of the trial 
court she duly excepted. 
ASSIGNMENT OF ERROR. 
The only error assig11ed is that the trial court erred in deny-
ing alimony to appellant. 
By the first decree above mentioned, the trial court, in 
awarding appellant a divorce a mensa et thoro on the grounds 
of cruelty and desertion and in dismissing the appellee 's 
cross-bill, found and adjudicated as a matter of fact that 
the appellee was in the wrong- and that appellant was 
4* free *from blame; that the appellee; by his misconduct, 
rendered it impossible for appellant to remain under his 
roof, and, therefore, the a ppellee cannot, by his said mis-
conduct, escape the perfonnance of the duty imposed upon 
him by law to support his wife. · 
The law is well settled in this State that it is the duty of 
the husband to support his wife, and that duty continues 
even after the husband and wife have- separated where the 
separation occurred by reason of the husband's misconduct 
and through no fault of the wife. 
In Owens v. Owens, 96 Va. 191, on page 195 this Court 
says: 
''The husband is s11own to be a man between 40 and 45 years 
of age, strong, and in good health. He is under a legal ob-
ligation to support liis wife and children, and if without 
_ fa.ult upon their pa.rt. he renders it impossible for them to 
remain under his roof, he cannot by his misconduct escape 
tl1e performance of the duty which the law imposes upon him. 
He bas no room to complain, therefore, if he is required to 
contribute by the payment of money to the maintenance of 
his wife a.nd children.'' 
In the instant case the uncontradicted evidence is that the 
· appellee is an able-bodied man, working at the United States 
Navy Yard for more tl1an fifteen years at a salary of $50.00 
per week, and that appellant is a sick woman, is unable to 
work, is in destitute a.ncl necessitous circumstances, a.nd who 
was compelled to leave by reason of the appellee's miscon-
duct. The instant case is on all fours with the case of Owens 
v. Owens, snpra. 
4 ~upreme Court of .Appeals of Virginia 
In the case of Ilitghes v. Hu,qhes, 173 Va. 294, *4 S. E. 
5* (2nd) 402, the trial court denied the husband a divorce 
and also refused to award alimony to the wife, who had 
filed a cross-bill praying for alimony but not for a divorce, 
which prayer was denied her, and this Court ip. reversing the 
trial court says : 
'' As stated, this evidence establishes that the husband has 
wilfully, and without just cause, deserted his wife, and that 
at this time she has no reasonable expectation that her hus-
band will ever be willin~ to resume marital relations with 
her. The wife appears to be an innocent party. Under these 
circumstances, failure to exercise the judi_eial discretion 
vested by the statute in the court constitutes reversible 
error." 
So in the case at bar, the evidence clearly established, and 
the trial court so found and adjudicated, that the appellee 
wilfully and without just cause deserted appellant; that ap-
pellant was an innocent party, and the action of the trial 
court in refusing her alimony under the existing conditions, 
·as shown by the uncontraclict:ecl testimony heretofore set out, 
was an abuse of the judicial discretion vested by the statute 
in the court and constitutes reversible error. 
We are anticipating the appellee 's contention that the 
trial court probably relied on tl1e case- of Babcock v. Babcock, 
172 Va. 219, 1 S. E. (2nd) 328, and, hence, we will undertake 
to distinguish the case of Babcock v. Babcock, supra, from 
the instant ease. 
In the case of Babcock v. Babcock, supra, the evidence was 
that the husba~d was a retired minister over seventy years 
of age and not m good health; that Mrs. Babcock was a com-
paratively young woman and more capable of earning a 
6* livelihood *than Mr. Babcock. Also, Mr. Babcock had 
an afflicted son whose care to a certain extent had to be 
met by income from a. trust fund which he had established 
in part for that purpose, and tlmt both, :Mr. Babcock and Mrs. 
Babcock, were at fault. Upon those peculiar facts, this Court 
held that the wife was not entitled to alimony. But in the 
instant case the facts are entirelv different. In the first 
place, the appellee is a young robust man, earning $50.00 
per week, with no one depending· upon him, and that appel-
lant is a sickly woman, in destitute and necessitous circum-
stances, and without any source of income other than the 
alimony she had been receiving- from her husband; that the 
appellee bas been adjudicated guilty of cruelty and deser-
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tion and appellant free from fault. If a wife under the cir-
cumstances as shown bv the evidence existed in the case at 
bar could be refused alhnony, then in no case could a wife be 
allowed alimony, regardless of her physical. and financial 
condition, even though she was compelled to leave her hus-
band on the ground of his extreme cruelty and the husband 
well able financially to pay, and, hence, the word alimony 
and what it implies should be stricken from the law books. 
We respectfully submit that the evidence in this case clearly 
shows that the appellant -was entitled to further alimony, 
and that the trial court in arbitrarily denying her such ali-
mony abused its judicial discretion, and that the aforemen-
tioned decree so denying said alimony is clearly contrary to 
the law and the. evidence. 
For the reasons ·above set forth, the Circuit •Court 
7* of the City of Norfolk, as your petitioner is advised and 
now charges, erred to her prejudice in its ruling and 
judgment or decree aforesaid; t-md for the errors so made 
and other errors apparent upon the face of the record, the 
said decree should be reviewed and reversed, and that this 
Court remand this cause to the Circuit Court of the Citv of 
Norfolk, directing it to order the appellee to pay the ap,pel- · 
lant all back alimonv from tlrn date of tbe last decree afore-
mentioned denying ·her alimony, and ordering the appellee 
to pay appellant further alimony until the further order of 
the trial court, and that this Court also enter an order re-
quiring the appellee to pay to your petitioner's counsel a 
reasonable fee for services rendered in connection with this 
· appeal. And your petitioner prays that this Honorable Court 
will grant her an appea] to the decree afore said, and grant 
her the relief above prayed for and such other relief as may 
be adapted to the nature of her case. 
LAURA VIRGINIA WILSON, 
By SAM W. NATHAN, 
800 Citizens Bank Bldg., 
Norfolk, Va., 
HERMAN A. SACKS, 
507 Bank of Commerce Bldg., 
Norfolk, Va., 
Counsel. 
8* *We, the undersig11ecl counsel practicing in the Su-
preme Court of Appeals of Virginia, certify that in our 
opinion sufficient matter of error appears in the proceedings 
and judgment shown by the record accompanying the above 
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petition to make it proper for the same to be reviewed by 
this Court. 
SAM W. NATHAN, 
800 Citizens Bank Bldg., 
Norfolk, Va., 
HERMAN A. SACKS, 
507 Bank of Commerce Bldg., 
Norfolk, Va. 
Received copy of this petition this 21st day of October, 
1940. 
A. A. B.ANGEL. 
Counsel for· Appellee. 
Received Oct. 22, 1940. 
J. W. E. 




:M:. B. W. 
Pleas before the Circuit Court of the City of Norfolk, 
at the Courthouse thereof, on Saturday, the 27th day of 
July, in the year, 1940. 
BE IT REMEl\fBERED, tlmt heretofore, to-wit: In the 
ill,erk's Office of the Circuit Court of the City of Norfolk, at 
the Rules held for said Court on the third l\fondav in J anu-
ary, 11938, came the complainant, Laura. Virginia Wilson, and 
filed her Bill of Complaint against the defendant, Earl Ster-
ling Wilson, in the following words, to-wit: 
Virginia: 
In the Circuit Court of the City of Norfolk. 
Laura Virginia Wilson, Complainant, 
v. 
Earl Sterling Wilson, Defendant. 
Laura Virginia Wilson v. Earl Sterling Wilson. 7 
BILL OF COMPLAINT. 
To The Honorable Alan R. Hanckel, Judge of the aforesaid 
Court: 
Your complainant, Laura Virginia Wilson, respeetfully 
represents as follows : 
FIRST: Tha.t on the 27th day of October, in the year 
1927, your complainant, whose maiden name was Laura Vir-
ginia Barnes, was lawfully married in the township of South 
Mills, North Carolina, to Earl Sterling Wilson. 
SECOND: That continuouslv from the date of the afore-
said marriage until the last part of September, 1937, 
page 2 ~ your complainant and the said Earl Sterling Wil-
son lived together as husband and wife in the City 
of Norfolk, State of Virginia, at 3103 Verdun Avenue. 
THIRD: That your complainant a.nd the said defendant 
have resided and have been domiciled in the State of Vir-
g·inia since the aforesaid marriage and are domiciled in and 
have been bona fide residents of this state for at least one 
year preceding the commencement of this suit. 
FOURTH: That your complainant last cohabited with the 
said defendant, Earl Sterling ·wnson, at 3103 Verdun Ave-
nue, Norfolk, Virginia.. 
FIFTH: Tl1a t there are no children :born as a result of 
this marriage. 
SIXTH: Your complainant avers that for years the said 
defendant bas been intemperate in his habits, abusive and 
violent to her, even to blows; that he has failed to provide 
for her wants; that l1e lias failed to purchase food and fuel. 
SEVENTH: Your complainant further alleges that at 
times prior to S'eptember, 1937, she was forced to leave him 
for the reason t]mt he insulted l1er, abused her and threat-
ened her. bodily harm, and on that date in question he in-
structed her to leave the house immediatelv and if she failed 
to do so he would cut. her throat. " 
EIGHTH: Your complainant states that by reason of her 
husband's bmtal treatment she is and has been in great dan-
ger of health and even of her life, that time and 
-page 3 ~ again she has been compelled to flee from her house 
and seek shelter and protection from him, and that 
recently she was confined to a hospital for medical attention 
which was caused bv his demeanor towards her. 
NINTH: Your complainant also alleges that the def end-
ant is and has been a habitual drunkard, and at times she l1as 
been forced to leaye the house by reason of his being drunk 
and making violent threats towards her. 
8upreme Court of .Appeals of yirginia 
TENTH: Your complainant states that the· defendant has 
on different occasions entertained st.range women at her 
home and on one occasion he ordered her to leave the house 
on a particular nig·ht ancl upon her return about two or three 
days later she then and there found clothes and underwear 
belonging· to a woman and. which were not her own. 
ELEVENTH: Your complainant further alleges that at 
divers times he has ordered her to return and she again sub-
mitted herself to his will and risked her health and life to 
his abuse and her life has been nothing but misery. 
TWELFTH: .Your complainant has at all times conducted 
herself as a faithful and dutiful wife ever mindful of her 
marital duties and obli@;ations. 
THIRTEENTH: Your oratrix avers that she is without 
means of support and is now upon the charity of friends, her 
health is so that she is unable to work to provide a living for 
herself, that her husband, Earl Sterling Wilson, is a man 
of means and that his weekly income amounts to $45.00, and 
she therefore seeks the aid of this court to provide for her 
a, reasonable sum of money f 01· her support and maintenance 
during l1er natural 1ifo and also petitions the court 
page 4 r to require the defendant to pay her a reasonable 
attorney's fee and all other costs incident to the 
above matter in ·order to enable her to carry on this litiga-
tion. 
IN CONSIDE,RATION ·wHEREOF. and inasmuch as vour 
complainant is without remedy in tl1e premises save in a 
court of equity where all such matters are properly relievable, 
your complainant prays that the said Earl Sterling Wilson 
be made a party to this suit, and required but not on oath to 
answer the same, the oath being hereby expressly waived, 
that a divorce a rnensa et thoro be decreed your complainant, 
and that the said defendant, Earl Sterling· Wilson, may be 
required to pay her each week a reasonable sum of money 
for her maintenance and support and also be required to pay 
a reasonable attorney's fee and costs, and that your com-
plainant may have all such ful't.her, other and general relief 
in the premises as the nature of her case may require or to 
equity slrnll seem meet. 
Aud she will ever pray, etc. 
LAURA VIRGINIA "WILSON, 
By SA:M W. NATHAN, · 
Her Counsel. 
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And afterwards, to-wit: In the Clerk's Office of the Cir-
cuit Court aforesaid, at the Rules held for said Court on the 
:first Monday in February, 1938, came the defendant and filed 
his Answer and Cross-Bill and the cause was set for hearing. 
ANiSWER AND CROSS-BILL. 
To the Honorable .Allan R. Haneke}, Judge of said Court: 
page 5 ~ Your respondent, Ear 1 Sterling Wilson, respect-
fully represents : 
FIRST. That he admits that the allegations contained 
in paragraphs "FIRST" to "FIFTH'' inclusive of com-
p1ainant 's bill are true except that the living together of the 
parties as husband and wife in the City of Norfolk has been 
tempora.rily interrupted on two occasions during the period 
mentioned by the said Laura Virginia Wilson's leaving· your 
respondent and refusing to cohabit with him. 
SECOND, That your respondent a:bsolutely denies the 
· truth of all facts alleged in paragraphs ''SIXTH'' to ''THIR.. 
. TEENTH'' in complainant's bill. 
And now this defendant for further answer unto said bill 
setting· up a claim to affirmative relief a~rninst the said plain-
tiff answering says that on some day in the month of Sep-
tember, 1937, the exact elate being to this defendant unknown, 
the said plaintiff wilfully and voluntarily and without any 
just cause or excuse whatsoever deserted this defendant in 
that on the day aforesaid she, the said Laura Virginia Wil-
son, voluntarily left their joint home at 3103 Verdun Avenue 
in the City of Norfolk, Virginia, and refused to return and 
to continue to live with this defendant; that said act was 
voluntary on the part of the said plaintiff and without any 
force or threat of force by l1im, the said defendant, and with-
out his consent, the only apparent reason therefor being that 
he wa.s not at that time able to give to the said plaintiff as 
much money for her spending· allowance as she then 
page 6 ~ asked for; that since that time and up until the date 
of the institution of this suit the said plaintiff has 
steadfastly refused to return to live with this defendant at 
the home provided for her by him although said home has 
been continuously maintained by him during said period and 
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he has many times during the said period asked her, the 
said plaintiff, to return to him and live with him as man and 
wife in aceordance with her duty; and that said action on 
the part of. said plaintiff has been without any justification 
or excuse·. 
Being without remedy at law your respondent as complain-
ant prays that he be permitted to file this answer in the na-
ture of a cross-bill in said suit; that the said Laura Virginia 
,vnson, the complainant in the original bill, may be made a 
party defendant hereto and required to a.nswer the same but 
not upon oath, the said oath being hereby expressly waived; 
that he, the said Earl Sterling· ·wilson, may have a divorce 
from bed and board from the said Laura Virginia vVilson 
upon the grounds hereinbefore set forth, which said divorce 
may be in due time time merged into a divorce a vinculo 
matrimonii; and that he, the said Earl Sterling Wilson 
may be dismissed with his costs as to the original bill of 
complaint of said Laura Virginia Wilson; and that he may 
be granted such other relief as the nature of bis case as set 
forth in this answer and cross-bill may require and to equity 
may seem meet; and in duty ,bound he will ever pray, etc. 
EARL STERLING WILSON. 
MARTIN AND MARTIN, 
By ALVAH H. MARTIN, 
His Counsel. 
I 
pag·e 7 ~ And at another day, to-wit: In the Circuit Court 
aforesaid. on the 15th day of F'ebruary, 1938, came 
the complainant a.ncl filed her Answer to Cross-Bill in the 
following words. to-wit: 
ANSWER TO CROSS-BILL. 
To The Honorable Allan R. Hanek el, Judge of the aforesaid 
Court: 
In am;wer to Cross-Bill. the complainant denies the alle-
gations as set forth in paragraph number two {2), but ad-
mits leaving the home where sl1e resided with the defendant 
at H103 Verdun Avenue, Norfolk, Virginia, for the reasons 
that 11e inflicted serious wounds, threatened her with bodily 
Laura Virginia Wilson v. Earl Sterling Wilson. 11 
harm, accompanied by other acts which endahgered her life, 
limbs and. health. 
LAURA VIRGINIA WILSON, 
By 8AM W. NATHAN, 
. Her Counsel. 
And at another day, to-wit: In the Circuit Court· afore-
said, on the 23rd day of February, 1938: 
This cause in which process has been served on the de-
fendant in person and which has matured for hearing·, came 
on this day to be heard upon the complainant's bill, the de-
fendant's answer and cross-bill, the answer to cross-bill by 
the plaintiff, and testimony taken ore tenu.s before the Court 
and was argued :by counsel; and, 
It appearing to the Court indep.endently of the admissions 
of either party in pleadings or otherwise that the 
page 8 ~ said parties were lawfully married on the 27th day 
of October, in the year 1927, in the township of 
South Mills, North Carolina.; that the said parties have been 
domiciled and actual bona fide residents of the City of Nor-
folk, State of Virginia, for more than one year next preceding 
t.he commencement of this suit; and it appearing to the Court 
that the defendant, Earl Sterling Wilson, lms been g-uilty of 
,cruelty to his said wife; it is therefore adjudged, ordered 
and decreed that the said Laura Virginia Wilson shall have 
a divorce a mensa et thoro from the said Earl Sterling Wil-
son and the Court doth further adjudge, order and decree 
that the said Earl ,Sterling ·wnson shall pay as alimony unto 
the said Laura Virginia Wilson tl1e sum of Ten Dollars 
($10.00) per week for one year commencing on the 18th day 
of February, 19·38, paya.ble on Saturday of each and every 
week and in addition shall pay unto Sam w-. Na.than, attorney 
for Laura Virginia Wilson, the surri of Thirty Dollars ($30.00) 
a.s his attorney's fee and all other Court costs incurred by 
the plaintiff in the prosecution of this suit; and the Court 
reserves the right to change this decree as to alimony at the 
end of the said one year if circumstances shall make proper; 
and it. is ordered that this cause be retained on the docket 
for such further orders as are authorized by law. 
The following is the Petition filed herein on the 8th day 
of April, 1939: 
12 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
TAKE NOTICE, That on Tuesday, April 4th, 
page 9 ~ 1939, at 9 :30 a. m. or as soon thereafter as the un-
dersigned can be heard, I will petition to the above 
Court to amend a decree previously rendered in the above 
matter relating to the payment of alimony for the complain-
ant. 
SAM W. NATHAN, 
Her Counsel. 
And on the same day, to-wit: In the Circuit Court afore-
said, on the 8th day of April, 1939: 
This cause came on this date to be heard upon a petition 
served on the defendant and testimony taken before the Court 
and was argued by counsel for both parties, 
It appearing· to the Court that a decree formerly entered 
in the above matter ordering the defendant to pay the sum 
of Ten ( $10.00) Dollars per week as alimony commencing 
on the 18th day of February, 1'938, and payable for one year 
after date, and it further appearing to the Court that the 
said complainant is in need of support, maintenance, etc., 
It is the ref ore adjudg·ed, ordered and decreed that the 
said defendant pay to the said complainant the sum of Ten 
($10.00) Dollars. per week for a period of six (6) months 
from the date of entry of this decree in order to enable the 
complainant to obtain employment, the said sum is due and 
payable on each and every .Saturday at the rate of Ten 
($10.00) per week and the Court reserves the right to change 
this decree as to alimony at the end of the said Six ( 6) 
months if circumstances shall maim proper, and 
page 10 ~ it is ordered tha.t this cause be retained on the 
docket for such further orders as are authorized 
by law. 
The following is the Petition :filed herein on the 4th day 
of November, 1939 : 
TAKE NOTICE, That on Saturday, November 4th, 1939, 
at 9 :30 A. l\[ or as soon thereafter as the undersigned can 
be heard, · the undersig·ned will petition to the above Court 
to amend the decree previously rendered in the aibove mat-
ter relating to the payment of alimony. 
Dated at Norfolk, Virginia, this 30th day of October, 1939. 
SAM W. NATHAN, 
Her Counsel: 
-l 
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And on the same day, to-wit: In the Circuit Court afore-
said, on the 4th day of November, 1939: 
This cause came on this date to be heard upon a petition 
served on the defendant in person and testimony taken be-
fore the Court and was argued by counsel for both parties, 
It appearing to the Court that an a mensa decree formerly 
entered in the above matter ordering the defendant to pay 
the sum of Ten ($10.00) Dollars per week as alimony for 
one year and that a subsequent order was entered on April 
.8th, 1939, ordering the defendant to pay the same 
page 11 ~ amount of money per week as alimony for a period 
of six months, which time has expired and it now 
appears to the Court that the said complainant is in need 
of support, medical attention, maintenance, etc. 
It is therefore adjudged, ordered and decreed that the said 
defendant pay to the said complainant the sum of $10.00 per 
week for a period of six ( 6) months from the date of the 
entry of this decree, the said sum is due and payable on 
each and every Saturday at. the rate of $10.00 per week and 
the Court reserves the right to change this decree as to ali-
mony a.t a.ny time that circumstances shall make proper, and 
it is ordered that this cause be· retained on the docket for 
such further orders as are autl1orized by law. 
The following is the Petition filed herein on the 13th day 
of ,July, 1940: 
TAKE NOTICE, That on Saturday, July 13th, 1940, at 
9 :30 A. M. or as soon thereafter as the undersigned can be 
heard, the undersigned will petition to the above Court to 
amend the decree previously rendered in the above matter 
relating to the payment of alimony. 
Dated at Norfolk, Virginia, this 3rd day of July, 1940. 
SAM: W. NATHAN, 
Her Counsel. 
page 12 } And on the same day, to-wit: In the Circuit 
Court aforesaid, on the 13th day of July, 1940: 
This cause came on this day to be heard on the petition of 
: the complainant praying that the Court amend the decrees 
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heretofore entered in this cause and extend the time for the 
paying of alimony to Complainant :by the Defendant, and the 
Court having heard evidence in open Court and argument 
of counsel, doth deny said prayer for the continued payment. 
of alimony and the further amending of said decree and sub-
sequent orders entered in this cause. 
And now, at this day, to-wit: In the Circuit Court afore-
said, on the 27th day of July, 1940, the day and year first 
hereinabove written: 
This day came again the complainant, by her attorney, and 
the defendant, by his attorney, and in pursuance of leave 
heretofore given the complainant and within the time allowed 
by law therefor, the complainant tendered her certificate of 
exception, after it duly appeared that proper written notice 
pursuant to law of the time and place of presenting such 
certificate of exception had been duly given to the attorney 
for the defendant, which certificate of exception was received, 
signed and sealed by the Court and ordered to be made a 
part of the record in this case. 
page 13 ~ The fallowing is the Certificate of Exception 
referred to in the fore going order: 
CERTIFICATE CERTIFYING ALL THE EVIDENCK 
This is to certify that the fallowing evidence on behalf of 
the plaintiff as hereinafter denoted, is all the evidence that 
was introduced on the trial of this cause which was· heard 
in open court on July 13th, 1940, upon a petition to continue 
the alimony previously awarded the complainant by a decree 
a mensa et thoro granted complainant from defendant and 
subsequent orders entered in this cause. 
The complainant being the sole witness testified that she 
is without funds and means to support herself, that she has 
no income from any other source other than that which her 
husband had contributed to her, that her father and mother 
are both dead, that your complainant has worked for a short 
time before her marriage and has been unable to find em-
ployment, that she is in need of medical care and attendance 
but is without funds to secure same, that she is taking treat-
ment from a doctor and that she is without any funds to con-
·/ 
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tinue to secure these treatments, that she is unable to work 
on account of her health, that her husband has no dependents 
upou him and is earning Fifty ( $50.00) Dollars per week 
and has been employed at the United Stated Navy Yard, his 
present place of employment, for about fifteen years or more. 
Teste: this 27 day of July, 1940. 
ALLAN R. HANCKEL, Judge. 
page 14 ~ The fol.lowing is the Notic.e for Bill of Excep-
tion and Transcript of Record: 
To A. A. Ba.ngel, Attorney for Earl Sterling Wilson: 
NOTICE is l1ereby given you tl1at on the 27th day of July, 
1940, at 9 :30 o'clock A. M., or so soon thereafter as the 
undersigned can be heard, . the undersigned will present her 
certificate of exception to the Honorable Allan R. Hanckel, 
.T udge of the aforesaid Court, at his office, in t.he case of 
Laura Virginia Wilson v. Earl ,Sterling Wilson. 
Also take notice that on the same date at 12 :00 o'clock noon, 
the undersigned will apply to the Clerk of said Gourt for a 
transcript of the record in said case in order to apply for 
an appeal to the Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia. 
LAURA VIRGINIA WILSON, 
By SAJ\,[ W. NATHAN, Counsel. 
Services of this notice ar.cepted this 22 day of July, 1940. 
A. A. BANGEL, 
Attorney for defendant. 
page 15 ~ Virginia : 
In the Clerk's Office of tlte Circuit Court of the City •of 
Norfolk, on the 7th day of August, 1940. · 
I, Cecil l\f. Robertson, Clerk of the aforesaid Court, hereby 
Pertify that the foreg·oing· transcript includes the papers 
filed, and the proceedings had thereon in the chancery cause 
of Laura Virginia Wilson, complainant, a,qa-i.nst Earl Ster-
lin!?.' Wilson, defendant, lately pending in our said Court. 
I ·further certify that tl1e· same was not made up and com-
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pleted and delivered, until the defendant had received due 
notice thereof in writing and of the intention of the said Laura 
Virginia _Wilson_ to appeal to the Supreme Court of Appeals 
of Virginia from the decree of said Court entered in said 
Court on the 13th day of July, in the year, 1940. 
Teste: 
CECIL M. ROBERTSON, Clerk. 
By SUE B. GOFORTH, D. C. 
Fee for Transcript $15.00. 
A Copy-Teste : 
M. B. WATTS, C. C 
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